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conditions, the prominent part taken by artists in every
revolutionary movement, are animated chiefly by the
recognition that modern industrial economy is the
enemy of good work. The product is severed from
the process; the product is all-valued, the process is
ignored. The distinctive conditions of industrial work
are, first, narrowness, the confinement to a single set
of actions ; second, monotony, the assimilation of the
man-worker to a mechanism; third, irrationality of
labour, by dissociating the work of each worker from
the conscious attainment of any complete end.

The broader attitude adopted by Mr. Ruskin to-
wards the use of machinery is reserved for fuller treat-
ment. Here it must suffice to say that he is not an
indiscriminate enemy of machinery. Nor does he
oppose division of labour, involving, as it does, a certain
wholesome sacrifice of all-round development of indi-
vidual faculties for a social good, which again reacts
beneficially upon the individual life by imposing service
to a wider human end. It is the reckless, excessive,
unconsidered sacrifice which degrades and brutalises
workers by absorbing all their time and energies in
narrow routine work that he condemns. This is the
charge against industry. Against the science of in-
dustrial economy he charges the direct defence and
encouragement of this reckless policy, and an ill-
balanced and short-sighted estimate of wealth, which
measures it exclusively in terms of quantities of market-
able goods. Adam Smith indeed, in one of his most
eloquent passages,1 admits the dangers of the policy
upon which his theory of wealth is built, but few of
his followers have ever raised their voices to repeat his
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